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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-2, 4-5, 7, 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Zirul et 
al. (US 2002/0098874 Al, hereinafter "Zirul"). 

Regarding claim 1, Zirul discloses a telecommunication system, comprising: 
a telephone device (cellular telephone 100) having a plurality of buttons (buttons 40a, 
40b, 40c), a memory (outgoing telephone number memory 210) and a processor (processor 180); 

means for storing a plurality of approved numbers in said memory associated with said 
buttons (telephone numbers associated with buttons 40a, 40b, 40c are placed into memory by an 
authorized user via any of several means; page 3, paragraph 37, lines 1-4), said means being at 
least one of (1) remote from said telephone device (authorized user can enter the desired 
telephone numbers for storing via personal computer 300, website 320, wireless carrier 330, 
which is remote from cellular telephone 100; Fig. 5; page 6, paragraphs 66-67), and (2) password 
protected (authorized user can enter desired telephone numbers after entering a password; page 

3. paragraph 37, last three sentences); 
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wherein said processor is adapted to allow outgoing calls to be placed by said telephone 
device only to approved numbers (cellular telephone 100 restricts outgoing calls to only the 
predetermined telephone numbers stored in memory 210; page 5, paragraph 54). 

Regarding claim 2, an authorized user enters telephone numbers in authorized incoming 
telephone number memory 220 such that incoming calls are received by telephone 100 from 
authorized telephone numbers only (Figure 3; page 3, paragraph 38; page 5, paragraph 55). 

Regarding claim 4, buttons 40a and 40b are associated with approved numbers (e.g. 
MOM and DAD) and button 40c is associated with emergency authorities ("911"; Figure 1; page 

2, paragraph 26). 

Regarding claim 5, telephone 100 includes a microphone (20) and speaker (10) with a 
silent call button (110) which mutes the speaker (page 4, paragraphs 43-44). 

Regarding claim 7, when a silent call is made to a predetermined telephone number, GPS 
information is included in the message (page 4, paragraphs 43, 48). 

Regarding claim 9, each of buttons 40a, 40b and 40c is of a different color, shape or 
surface texture than the other (page 2, paragraph 26). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Zirul in view of 
Long (US 2004/0183671 Al). 

Zirul differs from claim 3 in that it does not teach limiting duration of calls. However, 
Long teaches the desirability of limiting air time in an emergency communicator (page 2, 
paragraph 17) such that it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill to incorporate 
such call duration limitation, as taught by Long, within the system of Zirul in order to limit call 
charge expenses. 

5. Claims 6 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Zirul in 
view of Dimino (US 5,918,180), and further in view of Saburi (US 6,556,235 Bl, hereinafter 
"Saburi"). 

Zirul differs from claim 6 in that it does not specify upon receiving a call from a passive- 
mode triggering number, receiving the call with no audible or visible signal. However, Dimino 
teaches the desirability of incorporating an auto-answer, surveillance feature within a cellular 
telephone in which an authorized caller, with a valid PIN code (col. 5, lines 42-52), can select a 
silent monitoring function in which the cellular telephone 14 silently answers the call and allows 
the owner to monitor the sound in the vicinity of the telephone (col. 2, lines 46-47; col. 7, lines 
6-9, 30-33). It would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill to incorporate such a 
silent monitoring feature, as taught by Dimino, within the system of Zirul in order to allow a 
cellular telephone owner to listen to sounds in the vicinity of the telephone without alerting the 
person being monitored. 

Zirul differs from claim 8 in that it does not specify transmitting GPS information upon 
receiving a call from a monitor number. However, Dimino teaches the desirability of a cellular 



Application/Control Number: 10/623,345 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2643 

telephone automatically transmitting GPS information to an authorized caller (col 3, line 64 - 
col. 4, line 43) so that the owner track the location of the cellular telephone. It would have been 
obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill to incorporate such GPS information transmission, as 
taught by Dimino, within the system of Zirul in order to allow an owner to locate the telephone. 

The combination of Zirul and Dimino further differs from claims 6 and 8 in that the auto- 
answer, silent monitoring function or GPS transmission function is triggered by the receipt of a 
valid PIN code, not by receiving a call from a particular triggering number. However, Saburi 
teaches the desirability of replacing the use of a PIN to permit an automatic answer and remote 
control of a cellular telephone with the use of the calling party telephone number as the criterion 
forjudging permissibility in order to enhance security (col. 7, line 52 - col. 8, line 3). Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill to incorporate such use of a calling 
number, as taught by Saburi, rather than a PIN in the combination of Zirul and Dimino in order 
to restrict the surveillance or tracking function to callers from a particular calling telephone 
number. 

6. Claims 10-11, 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Zirul 
in view of Zicker (US 5,465,388). 

Zirul discloses a telecommunication system, comprising: 

a telephone device (cellular telephone 100) having a plurality of buttons (buttons 40a, 
40b, 40c), a memory (outgoing telephone number memory 210) and a processor (processor 180); 

means for storing a plurality of approved numbers in said memory associated with said 
buttons (telephone numbers associated with buttons 40a, 40b, 40c are placed into memory by an 
authorized user via any of several means; page 3, paragraph 37, lines 1-4), at least one of said 
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plurality of numbers being an emergency number (button 40c is associated with "91 1"; Figure 1; 
page 2, paragraph 26) and one of said buttons being a call end button (end button 70 terminates a 
telephone call; page 3, paragraph 39, first sentence). 

Zirul differs from claim 10 in that it does not teach disabling the call end button when a 
call is placed to the emergency number. However, Zicker teaches the desirability of disabling 
the call end button when an emergency call has been placed (an established emergency call 
cannot be terminated; col. 10, lines 52-66). It would have been obvious to incorporate such a 
disabling function, as taught by Zicker, within the system of Zirul in order to prevent an 
emergency call from being inadvertently disconnected. 

Regarding claim 1 1, in Zicker, the call end button is disabled until the called party 
terminates the call (col. 10, lines 64-66). 

Regarding claim 13, in Zirul, telephone 100 includes a microphone (20) and speaker (10) 
with a silent call button (110) which mutes the speaker (page 4, paragraphs 43-44). 

Regarding claim 14, each of buttons 40a, 40b and 40c is of a different color, shape or 
surface texture than the other (page 2, paragraph 26). 

7. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Zirul in view of 
Zicker, as applied to claim 10, and further in view of Baba et al. (US 2003/0050039 Al, 
hereinafter "Baba"). 

The combination of Zirul and Zicker differs from claim 12 in that it does not specify 
redialing the emergency number upon loss of signal. However, Baba teaches the desirability of a 
cellular telephone (10) attempting reconnection with an emergency report center in the event a 
communication error arises during the course of a telephone call with the emergency report 
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center (page 3, paragraph 31; page 12, paragraphs 139-140) such that it would have been obvious 
to an artisan of ordinary skill to incorporate such automatic reconnection, as taught by Baba, 
within the combination of Zirul and Zicker in order to ensure an emergency call can be 
automatically reestablished in the event of the call is dropped due to communication error such 
as signal loss. 



Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Bertolet and Kearns et al. show other emergency systems with a silent mode. 
Bertolet additionally shows preventing disconnection until the emergency operator turns the 
device off. Monroe, Boling et al., and Clise et al. show other emergency system which 
communicate GPS information. Kokhan shows buttons having different shapes. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Stella L. Woo whose telephone number is (703) 305-4395. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Tuesday, Thursday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Curtis Kuntz can be reached on (703) 305-4708. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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